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But men’s violence against other men is more than the sum of various activities and
types of behavior. In this form of violence a number of things are happening at once, in
addition to the autonomous factors involved. Sometimes mutual, sometimes one-sided,
there is a discharge of aggression and hostility. But at the same time as discharging
aggression, these acts of violence and the ever-present potential for men’s violence
against other men reinforce the reality that relations between men, whether at the indi-
vidual or state level, are relations of power.*

Most men feel the presence of violence in their lives. Some of us had fathers who
were domineering, rough, or even brutal. Some of us had fathers who simply were not
there enough; most of us had fathers who either consciously or unconsciously were
repelled by our need for touch and affection once we had passed a certain age. All of us
had experiences of being beaten up or picked on when we were young. We learned to
fight, or we learned to run; we learned to pick on others, or we learned how to talk or
joke our way out of a confrontation. But either way these early experiences of violence
caused an incredible amount of anxiety and required a huge expenditure of energy to
resolve. That anxiety is crystallized in an unspoken fear (particularly among heterosex-
ual men): all other men are my potential humiliators, my enemies, my competitors.

But this mutual hostility is not always expressed. Men have formed elaborate institu-
tions of male bonding and buddying: clubs, gangs, teams, fishing trips, card games,
bars, and gyms, not to mention that great fraternity of Man. Certainly, as many femi-
nists have poihféd out, straight male clubs are a subculture of male privilege. But they
are also havens where men, by common consent, can find safety and security among
other men. They are safe houses where our love and affection for other men can be
expressed. Freud suggested that great amounts of passivity are required for the esta-

blishment of social relations among men but also that this very passivity arouses a fear
of losing one’s power. (This fear takes the form, in a phallocentric, male-dominated
society, of what Freud called “castration anxiety.”) There is a constant tension of activ-
ity and passivity. Among their many functions and reasons for existence, male institu-
tions mediate this tension between activity and passivity among men.

My thoughts take me back to grade six and the constant acting out of this drama.
There was the challenge to fight and a punch in the stomach that knocked my wind out.
There was our customary greeting with a slug in the shoulder. Before school, after
school, during class change, at recess, whenever you saw another one of the boys whom
you hadn’t hit or been with in the past few minutes, yowd punch each other on the
shoulder. I remember walking from class to class in terror of meeting Ed Skagle in the
hall. Ed, a hefty young football player a grade ahead of me, would leave a big bruise
with one of his friendly hellos. And this was the interesting thing about the whole busi-
ness; most of the time it was friendly and affectionate. Long after the bruises have

faded, I remember Ed’s smile and the protective way he had of saying hello to me. But |

we couldn’t express this affection without maintaining the active/passive equilibrium.
More precisely, within the masculine psychology of surplus aggression, expressions of
affection and of the need for other boys had to be balanced by an active assault.

But the traditional definition of masculinity is not only surplus aggression. It is also
exclusive heterosexuality, for the maintenance of masculinity requires the repression of
homosexuality.?” Repression of homosexuality is one thing, but how do we explain the
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of future manhood is part of an equation:

male = penis = pOWeT = active = masculine.

The other half of the equation, in the language of the unconscious in patriarchal

society, 18
fernale = castrated = passive = ferninine.

These unconscious equations might be absurd, but they are part of a socially shared
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